	name:
	
	
	
	date:




Who is to blame? A TV debate among historians

Sir Christopher Clark, born in Sydney, Australia, and Professor of Modern European History at the University of Cambridge, author of “The Sleepwalkers. How Europe Went to War in 1914” (2012):

On the culpability of individual states: 

· Clark argues that is does not make sense to blame “a single guilty state” or to rank the involved countries according to their share of responsibility.

· Every country possessed a smoking gun: a single culprit like in a detective story does not exist.

· Austrian and German policy-makers wanted to go to war and were paranoid imperialists – but so were politicians in other countries: it was typical of the political culture of that time.

· The outbreak of World War I is the most complex event of modern times.
On the culpability of individual politicians:

· No politician in 1914 expected the catastrophe that followed and lasted for four years.

· There were contemporary voices warning of the “short-war illusion”, e.g. among German officers even in General Schlieffen’s own staff, among French and Russian generals, or even in the eyes of major figures like the Chief of the German General Staff, Helmuth von Moltke, and the British Prime Minister Herbert Asquith: all of them feared a devastating and long-lasting European war.

· Clark’s controversial final image: All these politicians and military leaders were “sleepwalkers” – they saw a catastrophe coming, but they did not truly feel it and in that sense their eyes were blind.

Margaret MacMillan, born in Canada and Professor of History at the University of Oxford, author of “The War that Ended Peace. How Europe Abandoned Peace for the First World War” (2013):

On the difference between this crisis and historical crises before:

· In the years before crises over colonies or in the Balkans had been resolved peacefully so the main protagonists expected the July Crisis to end peacefully, too.

· They all were used to the strategy of brinkmanship, so that eventually problematic issues could be settled in conferences and by way of diplomacy.

· This time, however, Austria-Hungary actually started a war (backed by Germany) and this set off a chain of events ultimately ending in a European/global war.

· Structural reasons for the outbreak of war in 1914: colonial rivalries, competition between national economies, the failing empires of Austria-Hungary and Turkey, rising nationalism in all countries as reflected in public opinion and the general press.
On the culpability of individual states:

· Even on 4 August the British might have stopped a war if they had not declared war on Germany.

· In a ranking Austria-Hungary and Germany might be followed by Russia because they all wanted war for different reasons. France and Britain did not do enough to seriously prevent a war.
Sir Ian Kershaw, born in England, was Professor of History at the University of Sheffield, author of “To Hell and Back. Europe 1914 – 1949” (2015):

On the culpability of individual states:

· Germany’s “blank cheque” was given on the assumption that Russia would ultimately not go to war for Serbia and that the other European powers would also accept a military strike against Serbia by Austria- Hungary.

· This was a “serious miscalculation” (first and foremost by the German emperor) and seriously threatened the status quo and world peace.
On fear as the ultimate psychological motive:

· All the states feared different things: Austria feared losing its empire; Germany was afraid of a war at two fronts against France and Russia and of a Russia that might eventually surpass Germany in its military power; Russia feared growing German influence in Eastern Europe; France was afraid of yet another German attack after the war of 1870/71 and Britain feared the loss of its worldwide commercial dominance as well as Germany hegemony in Europe.

· Fear in general was also responsible for the arms race and for the reluctance to give diplomacy a chance because this might lead to a “loss of face”.


